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DETAILED ACTION 

The amendment received on August 25, 2004 has been entered and fully 
considered. 

Response to Amendment 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 17-20, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rosenzweig, U.S. Patent No. 6,526,479, further in view of 
Fleischman, U.S Patent No. 6,507,847. 

Rosenzweig teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method of 
caching web resources obtained from the Internet (see abstract). 

As to claim 1, Rosenzweig teaches the a method of associating an URL (Uniform 
Resource Location) with a Web object(s) for transport from a server side (their original 
server) to a client side via a Usenet, the method including the steps of: on the server 
side. 

a. Constructing and allocating said URL for the object, and (col. 4, lines 30-55, 
Rosenzweig discloses URLs as a way of referencing Internet resources) 

b. placing the object on the original server in such a way that said URL 
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(i) . contains information necessary to find the object in a Usenet server 
(col. 4, lines 30-55, Rosenzweig discloses URL used for Usenet); 

(ii) . indicates that the object has been posted to said Usenet system and 
may be found on a Usenet server; and (col. 4, lines 30-55, Rosenzweig discloses the 
protocol used for Usenet) 

(iii) . can be used to transparently retrieve the object from its original 
server, (col. 5, lines 9-19, Rosenzweig discloses an html file instruct a browser to 
access any number of other web resources) 

c. associating a URL with the Web object (col. 4, lines 30-55, Rosenzweig 
discloses a URL specifying a resource), 

d. posting the object on the Usenet (col. 4, lines 30-67; col. 5, lines 1-9; 
Rosenzweig discloses files posted on the Internet); 

e. on the client side intercepting requests for the object, interpreting them and 
using information extracted, as a result of the interpretation, to locate the object from a 
Usenet server (col. 4, lines 30-67; col. 5, lines 1-9; Rosenzweig discloses retrieving files 
from an Internet host). 

Rosenzweig fails to teach the limitation further including retrieving an object from 
the original server, receiving digitally signed permission to post the object on behalf of 
the server and to cancel the expired version, if any, and transmitting this permission to 
one or more of Usenet servers along with the object. 

However, Fleischman teaches a system and method for maintaining a history 
database of newsfeeds to a Usenet server (see abstract). Fleischman teaches the use 
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of downloading information from the server that is not present or updated (col. 3, lines 
41-64) and a history database on multiple Usenet servers to download new articles and 
delete older ones (col. 1, lines 60-67; col. 2, lines 1-19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Rosenzweig in view of Fleischman to retrieve an object from the 
original server and to receive digitally signed permission to post the object on behalf of 
the server and to cancel the expired version, if any, and transmitting this permission to 
one or more of Usenet servers along with the object. One would be motivated to do so 
because it will allow the Usenet to have the most recent information and not have 
wasted space on out of date information. 

Regarding claim 17, Rosenzweig teaches a method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein creating a URL for use in the Web includes the steps of: 

providing a first field having information sufficient to locate an object on a 
web server (col. 4, lines 30-55), and 

providing a second field having information sufficient to locate the object on the 
Usenet system (col. 4, lines 30-55). 

Regarding claim 18, Rosenzweig teaches a method as claimed in claim 17, 
wherein the first field includes an initial URL, and the second field includes a Usenet 
message ID (col. 4, lines 30-55, Rosenzweig discloses a URL having the description 
and location of an item). 
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Regarding claims 19 and 24, Rosenzweig teaches a method and system as 
claimed in claim 17, wherein the first and second fields are the same and includes a 
Usenet message ID (col. 4, lines 30-55). 

Regarding claim 20, Rosenzweig teaches a method as claimed in claim 19, 
wherein the message ID is encoded in URL, query parameters (col. 4, lines 30-55). 

3. Claims 21-23 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rosenzweig, U.S. Patent No. 6,526,479, in view of Fleischman, U.S 
Patent No. 6,507,847, further in view of Dillon et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,546,488. 

Rosenzweig teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method of 
caching web resources obtained from the Internet (see abstract). 

As to claim 21, Rosenzweig teaches a communication system adapted to 
distribute Web objects from a web host server to a client, the system having: a 
communication system adapted to distribute Web objects from a web host server to a 
client, the system having: 

a Web host server on which the web objects are stored, the web host server 
being coupled to the WWW (col. 4, lines 1-14, Rosenzweig discloses host computers 
with access to the WWW), 



Application/Control Number: 09/725,31 2 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2157 

the coupling between the client, the WWW and web host server enabling bi- 
directional communication (col. 4, lines 1-14, Rosenzweig discloses host computers 
providing multimedia information services), 

including: 

providing a first Caching agent intermediate and coupled to the client and 
WWW and Usenet (col. 4, lines 30-55; col. 7, lines 22-47, Rosenzweig discloses 
caching web resources), and 

providing a second Caching agent intermediate and coupled to the WWW and 
the Usenet and the web host server (col. 4, lines 30-55; col. 7, lines 22-47), 

wherein the first Caching agent and second Caching agents enable 
communication of objects between the client and the Web host server to be via either 
the Internet or the Usenet (col. 4, lines 30-55; col. 7, lines 22-47) 

Rosenzweig fails to teach the limitation further including wherein the first caching 
agent performs the following functions: analyses Web requests containing URLs of 
required objects, based on the URL, decides, whether an object has been posted to the 
Usenet by its original server and thus, may be found in the Usenet, if the object has not 
been posted to the Usenet, the first agent passes the request further for normal 
processing by the Web server or cache engine, if the object has been posted to the 
Usenet: based on its configuration information, the first agent selects one or more 
available Usenet servers and tries to find the required object on them, if the object is 
found, the first agent retrieves it and returns to the client, and/or if the object is not 
available, the first agent passes the request for further processing by the original server 
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or a caching engine; and wherein the second caching agent performs the following 
functions: intercepts requests to the server and identifies those that are requesting 
Usenet posted objects, if such a request is found, the second agent cleans up its URL, 
removing its part that concerns newsgroups or including the required information in the 
URL and combining it with object placement in such a way, that no further cleaning is 
necessary, once cleaned, the URL is passed further for processing by the server or 
server side cache engine, tracing events of modification of the server objects that are to 
be, or have been posted to the Usenet, if an object has been modified (or created), the 
second agent cancels its previous versions, if necessary in the Usenet and posts a new 
digitally signed one, and/or periodically re-post objects to the Usenet to ensure their 
availability. 

However, Fleischman teaches a system and method for maintaining a history 
database of newsfeeds to a Usenet server (see abstract). Fleischman teaches the use 
of if the object has not been posted to the Usenet, the first agent passes the request 
further for normal processing by the Web server or cache engine (col. 3, lines 41-64, 
Fleischman discloses an article being downloaded if it is not already present); if the 
object has been posted to the Usenet: based on its configuration information, the first 
agent selects one or more available Usenet servers and tries to find the required object 
on them (col. 3, lines 41-64, Fleischman discloses receiving newsfeeds from many 
sources), if the object is found, the first agent retrieves it and returns to the client (col. 5, 
lines 37-62, Fleischman discloses an article being returned to the server), and/or if the 
object is not available, the first agent passes the request for further processing by the 
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original server or a caching engine (col. 1 , lines 60-67; col. 2, lines 1-18; Fleischman 
discloses a newsfeed sending a steady stream of queries regarding the status of newly 
posted articles). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Rosenzweig in view of Fleischman to use; if the object has not been 
posted to the Usenet, the first agent passes the request further for normal processing by 
the Web server or cache engine; if the object has been posted to the Usenet: based on 
its configuration information, the first agent selects one or more available Usenet 
servers and tries to find the required object on them, if the object is found, the first agent 
retrieves it and returns to the client', and/or if the object is not available, the first agent 
passes the request for further processing by the original server or a caching engine. 
One would be motivated to do so because it will allow the Usenet to have the most 
recent information. 

Rosenzweig and Fleischman fail to teach the limitation further including the use 
of periodically re-posting objects to the Usenet to ensure their availability. 

However, Dillon teaches a method and apparatus for delivering Internet 
newsgroup information over a broadcast network (see abstract). Dillon teaches the use 
of re-posting articles on the Usenet (col. 7, lines 30-39). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Rosenzweig and Fleischman in view of Dillon to re-post articles on 
the Usenet. One would be motivated to do so because it would ensure the constant 
availability of objects. 
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Regarding claim 22, Rosenzweig teaches a system as claimed in claim 21, 
wherein creating a URL for use in the Web includes the steps of: 

providing a first field having information sufficient to locate an object on a 
web server (col. 4, lines 30-55), and 

providing a second field having information sufficient to locate the object on the 
Usenet system (col. 4, lines 30-55). 

Regarding claim 23, Rosenzweig teaches a system as claimed in claim 21, 
wherein the first field includes an initial URL, and the second field includes a Usenet 
message ID (col. 4, lines 30-55, Rosenzweig discloses a URL having the description 
and location of an item). 

Regarding claim 25, Rosenzweig teaches a system as claimed in claim 24, 
wherein the message ID is encoded in URL, query parameters (col. 4, lines 30-55). 

Regarding claim 26, Rosenzweig teaches a system as claimed in claim 21, 
wherein the first caching agent is an application located on the TCP/IP path from the 
client to the Web cache (col. 3, lines 31-67; col. 7, lines 22-47; Rosenzweig discloses 
the use of TCP/IP as a communication protocol). 



Application/Control Number: 09/725,312 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2157 

Regarding claim 27, Rosenzweig teaches a system as claimed in claim 21, 
wherein the second caching agent is located intermediate the web host server and the 
Internet (col. 4, lines 30-55; col. 7, lines 22-47). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed August 25, 2004 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

5. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In the case of combining 
Rosenzweig and Fleischman, it does not state in Fleischman that the World Wide Web 
and Usenet can not be combined as the applicant states it does. It merely states the 
difference between the two. The motivations for the combination of these two 
references still stand from the previous rejection. In the case of combining Dillon with 
Rosenzweig and Fleischman, Dillon deals with newsgroups, which relates to the topics 
of Rosenzweig and Fleischman. The motivations for the combination of these three 
references still stand from the previous rejection. 
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6. In response to applicant's argument that Rosenzweig, Fleischman, and Dillon are 
nonanalogous art, it has been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of 
applicants endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem 
with which the applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for 
rejection of the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 
(Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, all three references deal with the Internet and Usenet. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Pat. No. 6,401 ,1 18 to Thomas. 

U.S. Pat. No. 6,012,126 to Aggarwal et al. 

U.S. Pat. No. 6,457,025 to Judson. 

U.S. Pat. No. 6,032,195 to Reber et al. 

U.S. Pat. No. 5,815,663 to Uomini. 

U.S. Pat. No. 6,564,233 to Fleischman. 

U.S. Pat. No. 5,813,008 to Benson. 

U.S. Pat. No. 5,384,565 to Cannon. 

U.S. Pat. No. 5,771,355 to Kuzma. 

U.S. Pat. No. 5,903,723 to Beck et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Avi Gold whose telephone number is 571-272-4002. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-5:30 (1st Friday Off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see. http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to. the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Avi Gold 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2157 

AMG 




